



THE SCOTTISH OFFICE 



Agriculture and Fisheries Department 



Pentland House 
47 Robb’s Loan 



Edinburgh EH14 ITW 

Room 345A 
Telephone 031-244 6482 
Fax 031-244 6001 



To interested parties 
(as per attached list) 



May 1994 



Dear Sir/Madam 

FOOD ADVISORY COMMITTEE (FAC> REVIEW OF FLOUR TREATMENT 
AGENTS 

I attach a copy of a letter we have received from the Ministry of 
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food (MAFF) on the above FAC Review. 

I should be grateful if you would send any comments you may have on 
the attached document to me, in the first instance, by no later than 
30 June. Should you require to discuss the issues raised further or seek 
to arrange a meeting with MAFF, please contact me at the above address. 

Yours faithfully 



/n 

M BALDRY (MRS) 
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Association of Public Analysts - Scotland 
Convention of Scottish Local Authorities 
Royal Environmental Health Institute of Scotland 
Scottish Association of Master Bakers 
Scottish Consumer Council 
Scottish Food Co-ordinating Committee 
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Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food 

Ergon House, c/o Nobe! House. 17 Smith Square. London SWIP 3JR 
Telephone- 071-238 3000 Direct line 071-238 
GTN: 238 Telex: 21271 Fax cxi. 6591 or 



To Interested Parties 
(see attached distribution list) 



Our ref: ADF 1238 
19 May 1994 



Dear Sir/Madam 



FAC REVFEW OF FLOUR TREATMENT AGENTS 

On 18 September 1990, Mr Horton and Dr Atkins wrote concerning the FAC Review 
to inform interested parties of the interim opinion on three of the substances, ascorbic 
acid, chlorine and chlorine dioxide, and to advise of supplementary information which 
had been requested by the COT to allow it to complete its assessment 

Since then the COT has carried out evaluations of new data on azodicarbonamide 
(ADA) and chlorine which have resulted in further requests for data. These are 
summarised in Appendix I attached. The requests have been discussed with interested 
parties and the icsulls of tlmher work on chlorine are likely to be considered by the 
COT in the ncx't few nioruhs 



The position on chlorine dioxide and ADA is, however, less clear. We are aware that 
industry may be awaiting the outcome of the consideration of the work on chlorine 
before adopting a position on chlorine dioxide. We would be grateful however for any 
indication of whether Industry intends to carry out further work on chlorine dioxide, 
ADA was discussed at a meeting with Indusiiy in July 1993 and FMBRA has written 
to MAFF indicating that industry has a technical need for a maximum use level of only 
20 mg/kg as opposed to the 45 mg/kg permitted by the current Regulations. However 
we have not had any formal notification about whether Industry intends to carry out 
the further work lequested by the COT and we should be grateful for an indication of 
Industry's intentions on this. 



We arc anxious to complete the FAC Review and to have a clear position in advance 
of any proposals from Brussels on flour treatment agents, and we should be grateful 
therefore for a response to these points by 30 June. 1 have intentionally focused on 
those flour treatment agents whose use is likely to be a source of contention in 
forthcoming EC negotiations. Y^ou may also find it helpful to discuss the issues raised 

and, if you wish, we will arrange a meeting at which we can discuss this matter in more 
detail. 



Yours faithfully 








Miss B J Richards 
Administrative Secretary 
to the FAC 





Dr Julie Norman 
Scientific Secretary 
to the FAC 
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APPENDIX I 
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studies be performed on the fate of chlorine dioxide /If that analytical 

on residues of chlorine dinviHi> > jr- ■ ^ *®^ction with flour and 

studies should ideily be Ine oVbo1L''rf deiecion^ These 

commercial conditions The need for m 

of the analytical work have beefassesJef 



dlorinalJd tmXdw^dlfng'frrm^ht^ '’oTtht' 

commercial chlorine dioxide wifh ^ chlorine component of 

addressed by theTo:Rt:S:ZLt^^^ ~ 



Azodicarbonamide 



using a greater numbe5 of samples U^rthat ““l ° H breads 

levels of addition of ADA are knowI V Previously and for which the 

identifyalevel of addition of ^Awrchdo^nTca^^^ T™*'-' P'’'*””'* 

of ethyl carbamate. ^ significant increase in levels 



In addition the COT requires:- 



a) confirmation of the breakdown oroduci'< at^a u** j i • 

acid mixtures as flour improvers in commercial bread m^nj ADA/ascorb.c 



information on the particle size distribution in commercial grade ADA to ensure tti»i 
this variable has been adec,ua.ely considered in the breakdown studi^^ 



Particular mutagenicity studies althoutth the 
tne results of the survey on ethyl carbamate levels have been seen), and 
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